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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 
Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43te.l(a)® with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability, citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 
Certain observations on the international application 

2 FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preUminary examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a written opinion of the 
teern^al SeSary Exarnining Authority ("IPEA'*) except that this does not apply where the applicant chooses an 
SS£?SJ "Jone to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notified the Mernational Bureau under Rule 66.1 W*) 
that written opinions of this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is mvited to subrdr to the 
5>EA a Sn reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of 3 months from the date of mailing 
of Form PCT/IS A/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later. 
For fiirther options, see Form PCT/IS A/220. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/IS A/220. 
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Box No. I Basis o f this opinion 

1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international applieation in the language in which it 
was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the ' 

which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of mternattonal search (under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino aeid sequence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 
[ | a sequence listing 
| | table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 
[ | in written format 
| | in computer readable form 

c. time of fiUng/rurnishing 
| | contained in international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3 □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table ^.^^^^^ 
U or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or addittona^ copies „ identical to that na the 
application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 



4. Additional comments: 
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"i^Fo. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43 *fc.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 



Claims Please See Continuation Sheet 



Claims Please See Continuation Sheet 



_YES 
NO 



Inventive step (IS) 



Industrial applicability (IA) 



Claims Please See Continuatio n Sheet 



Claims Please See Continuatio n Sheet 
Claims Please See Continuatio n Sheet 



_YES 
NO 



Claims Please See Continuation Sheet 



_YES 
NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 

~ . i, ^ 7 q 11 is 16 1 9 20 25-27 29 36 and 38 lack novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as being anticipated by Pittmanetal. 

recess in the easing; numeral 10 shows the different rates for the pnmp; nozzle m 25; pnsher 3; and an- motor 2. 

Claims 32-35 lack novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as being anticipated by Keller. . ,..„„„„-,, 
Tuer shows bag compartments 2 and 3 that are capable of holding foam generating chemicals; nozzle/tube 13, and pump .3. 

riaim^ 8 12 17 18 21 and 24 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Pittmanetal 

^ZLl' 11 1\ L been Sussed above but lacks the single container, the specific weight, the specific pressure, the flexible, non- 
adh^TToSle and to ^^^Ttt wSld have been obvious to provide the single container with multiple compartments instead 
^SplTS^^^^terial and space. The specific weight and pressure would have been obvious dependent on the 
££3 u^SZ d^ce! The details of the nozzle would have been obvious in order to promote even and continual dispensing. 
Finally, the pressure valve would have been obvious in order to prevent overpressunzation of the material. 

Claims 13 14 28 and 37 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Pittman * al. in view of Morgan 

F^man et al hSeen discussed above, but lacks the heaters. Morgan shows heaters in 10. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordElTTkin m'thTart to provide heaters as taught by Morgan on the device of Pittman et al. in order to promote flow of material out of 
the dispenser. 

Claims 10 22,23, 30 and 3 1 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(2)-(3), because the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest the 
suction gears, the pressure actuating the mixing chamber and the details of the heating base. 

Claims 1-38 meet the criteria set out in PCT Article 33(4), and thus have industrial applicability because the subject matter claimed can 
be made or used in industry. 
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Supplemental Box 

In case the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient. 



V.l. Reasoned Statements: _ 1R 0194 28 30 31 and37 

The opinion as to Novelty was positive (Yes)with respect to claims 5 8, 10 12-14 17 18 21 1 24 28 30 3 ! ana 

The opinion as to Novelty was negative (No) with respect to clauns 1-4, 6 7, 9 1 1, 15, 16, 19, 20, 25 2/, 2V, ^ 

The opinion as to Inventive Step was positive (Yes)with respect to chums 0 22 23 30 31 

The opinion as to Inventive Step was negative(NO) with respect to claims 1-9, 11-21 24-29, 32 38 

The opinion as to Industrial Applicability was positive (YES) with respec to clam* ,1-38 

The opinion as to Industrial Applicability was negative(NO) with respect to claims NONE 
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